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: irc WITH MCCLOY AND YOST THIS EVENING KUZNETSOV AND 
ΕἸ ΒΕΙ NDELEVICH, AFTER COMMENTING ON PREFERRED CHANGES IN US DRAFT 
a ra DECLARATION, PUT FORWARD NEW SUGGESTION AS FOLS: THAT TWO SIDES 
a Σ ΆΟΘΒΕΕ ON VERY BRIEF DECLARATIONS WHICH WOULD BE PRESENTED IN 
~__&8C THAT SC ADOPT RES CONCERNING THESE DECLARATIONS AND THAT 
POINTS WHICH ARE NOT AGREED BETWEEN PARTIES BE MADE IN 
SEPARATE STATEMENTS EITHER IN SC OR OUTSIDE, SOVS PRESENTED 
DRAFTS THEIR SHORT DECLARATION AND SC RES, TEXT OF WHICH BEING 


TRANSMITTED IMMEDIATELY FOL TEL, 


π-- 


AT OUTSET OF MTG MCCLOY REFERRED BRIEFLY TO COMPLICATIONS’ CAUSED 
BY CUBAN DECLARATION AND PROBABILITY ACRIMONIOUS SQUABBLE IN SC 
RESULTING THEREFROM, HE THEN SAID IN ATTEMPTING TO MEET POINTS 
IN US DRAFT DECLARATION THAT SOVS HAD RAISED AND TO REACH MORE 
OR LESS AGREED POSITION WE HAD SOME NEW LANGUAGE TO PROPOSE, 

HE EMPHASIZED HOWEVER THAT, IF SOV DECLARATION WHICH WE HAD 

NOT RECEIVED PROVES UNACCEPTABLE, WE WOULD HAVE TO WITHDRAW 

OUR NEW PROPOSALS AND SIMPLY CONTENT OURSELVES WITH TWO 
SEPARATE STATEMENTS DRAFTED AS WE THOUGHT FIT, 


RE THEN WENT OVER CHANGES AUTHORIZED FIRST FIVE NUMBERED RARAS 
DEPTEL 1811. HE ALSO SUGGESTED THAT WORDS "HAVE NOT BEEN 
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"HAVE NOT BEEN CAPABLE OF FULFILLMENT." 


SOVS CONTINUED TO OBJECT STRONGLY TO PHRASE "OFFENSIVE WEAPONS 
SYSTEMS", CLAIMING THAT IT WAS AS LOOSE AND AS SUBJECT Τὸ 
EXPANSION AND MIS INTERPRETATION AS ORIGINAL PHRASE HAD BEEN, 
KUZNETSOV SAID !T WAS DEFINITELY UNACCEPTABLE. HE INSISTED 
THAT WEAPONS CONCERNED WERE ONLY THOSE ABOUT WHICH AGREEMENT 
HAD BEEN REACHED IN EXCHANGE OF LETTERS BETWEEN PRES AND 
KHRUSHCHEV, 


MCCLOY REPLIED THAT THIS WAS IMPOSSIBLE SINCE THERE ARE OTHER 
TYPES OF MISSILES AND OF BOMBERS AS WELL AS SUBMARINES, FOR 
EXAMPLE, WHICH ARE CLEARLY OFFENSIVE WEAPONS SYSTEMS THE INTRO- 
DUCTION OF WHICH INTO CUBA WOULD CAUSE US GRAVEST CONCERN, IT 
FINALLY APPEARED SOVS MIGHT ACCEPT SOME LANGUAGE REFERRING TO 
OTjWER WEAPONS "SIMILAR" OR "COMPARABLE" TO WEAPONS AGREED UPON 
BeoTWEEN PRES AND KHRUSHCHEV, BUT THEY CONTINUED TO MAINTAIN NEW 
US LANGUAGE WAS UNACCEPTABLE, 


AS TO OVERFLIGHTS, WHILE RECOGNIZING MCCLOY'S STATEMENT THAT 
NEW TEXT REMOVED ANY IMPLICATION SOVS ARE APPROVING OVERFL IGHTS, 
KUZNETSOV NEVERTHELESS DECLARED IT MAINTAINS SAME IDEA AND IS 
NOT ACCEPTABLE. US WANTS TO GET OFFICIAL JUSTIFICATION TO 
OVERFLY, MOREOVER IN CONNECTION WITH CLAUSE COMMENCING "PENDING 
SUCH TIME", HE CLAIMED US DOES NOT WANT ANY ARRANGEMENTS FOE 
INTERNATIONAL SAFEGUARDS SINCE IT HAS TURNED DOWN U THANT PLAN, 
HE OBJECTED STRONGLY TO ANY REFERENCE TO OVERFLIGHTS IN ; 
DECLARATION AND DECLARED IT WAS ALSO UNACCEPTABLE. MCCLOY 
COUNTERED WITH CLEAR EXPOSITION WHY IT WAS ESSENTIAL IN US. 
POINT OF VIEW THAT THIS REFERENCE BE MAINTAINED, 


AS TO PROVISO THAT "CUBA DOES NOT COMMIT AGGRESSIVE ACTS AGA INST 
ANY NATION IN THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE" KUZNETSOV SAID THIS PROVISO 
IS NOT IN EXCHANGE OF LETTERS. MCCLOY REPLIED PRES COULD NOT 
POSSIBLY SAY HE WOULD STAND BY IF CUBA ATTACKED ANOTHER COUNTRY 
WITH WHICH WE HAVE A TREATY OBL IGATING US TO COME TO ITS DEFENSE, 
KUZNETSOV REPLIED CUBA HAS OFFERED ΙΝ PROTOCOL NOT TO ATTACK ΑΝΥ- 
ONE ELSE AND THAT MOREOVER THREAT 1S NOT FROM BUT AGAINST CUBA, 
CITING 
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CITING DEC 4 ATTACK ON CUBAN SOIL BY BOAT CONTAINING EXILES, 


AFTER INQUIRING WHETHER WE REALLY HAD TO PUT IT IN, KUZNETSOV 
DID NOT OBJECT SERIOUSLY TO NEW LANGUAGE IN REGARD TO US TREATY 


RIGHTS. 


CONCLUDING DISCUSSION ON CHANGES IN US DRAFT KUZNETSOV SAID THAT 
THEY HAD NOT REMOVED MAIN OBSTACLES, MCCLOY THOUGH WE HAD 
SINCERELY TRIED TO MEET SOVS HALF WAY BUT THAT THIS IS BEST 

WE CAN DO AND IF WE CANNOT AGREE ON THIS WE MUST AGREE TO 


DISAGREE, 


KUZNETSOV THEREUPON PUT FORWARD NEW SUGGESTION REPORTED IN 
OPENING PARA THIS MESSAGE, HE PROPOSED WE MAKE OUR DECLARATIONS 
VERY BRIEF AND LIMIT THEM TO AGREED POINTS. ALL OTHER POINTS 
WHICH EITHER SIDE FEELS IT NECESSARY TO MAKE COULD THEN BE 
COVERED ΙΝ SEPARATE STATEMENTS EITHER INSIDE OR OUTSIDE UN, 


HE THEN WENT OVER US DRAFT SUGGEST ING WHAT MIGHT BE OMITTED 

TO MAKE IT ACCEPTABLE TO SOVS IF WE ADOPTED SUGGESTION OF 
SHORTER FORM, THESE OMISSIONS WERE AS FOL: TwO NUMBERED PARAS 
QUOTED FROM PRES! LETTER OF OCT 273 IN NEXT PARA REFERENCE ONLY 
TO MEDIUM AND NOT ItNTERMEDIATE-RANGE MISSILES (IT APPEARS 

SAME RUSSIAN WORD APPLIES TO BOTH THESE TWO); OMIT SENTENCE 
CONCERNING SOV MILITARY UNITS AND PERSONNEL; iN NEXT PARA OMIT 
WHOLE OF FIRST SENTENCE COMMENCING "THE UNDERTAKINGS IN THE 
PRESIDENT*S LETTER"; ΙΝ NEXT SENTENCE OMIT WORD "SUBSTANTIAL"; 
IN FOL. PARA OMIT WORDS "TO DATE"; IN FOL PARA OMIT TwO PROV 1508 
SO THAT PERTINENT PORTION WOULD READ ®THE US FURTHER GIVES 
ASSURANCES THAT IT DOES NOT INTEND, AS THE PRESIDENT MADE 
CLEAR" ETC; OMIT WHOLE OF NEXT PARA. HE CONCLUDED HE WOULD 
CONSULT ABOUT NEW LANGUAGE OUR FINAL PARA, 


KUZNETSOV REITERATED ARGUMENT THAT NEW PROCEDURE HE PROPOSED 
WOULD RAISE BOTH SIDES OF DIFFICULTIES IN REACHING AGREEMENT 
WHICH HAD EMERGED FROM DISCUSSION US DRAFT, THE POINTS NOT 
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AGREED COULD BE SURE THEY WERE NOT "TOO ODIOUS". THIS PROCEDURE 
WOULD ALSO TAKE CARE OF CUBAN DECLARATION WHICH HE UNDERSTOOD 
WOULD NOT BE AGREED, 


MCCLOY CONCLUDED BY SAYING HE WAS DISAPPOINTED IN RESPONSE TO OUR 
NEW PROPOSALS. HE EMPHASIZED AGAIN THAT THEY WERE IN ANY CASE 
DEPENDENT ON OUR REACHING AGREEMENT AND WOULD HAVE TO BE WITHDRAWN 
IF THERE tS NO AGREEMENT. HE POINTED OUT WE WERE GOING FAR IN 
GIVING OUR ASSURANCE AGAINST INVASION WITHOUT ANY ARRANGEMENTS 

FOR ON-SITE INSPECTION, TH!S OF COURSE FURTHER UNDERL INED 
NECESSITY FOR OVERFL IGHTS, 


ALSO IN CONCLUSION KUZNETSOV INDICATED THAT NEW SOV SUGGEST ION 
HAD BEEN PUT FORWARD BY KHRUSHCHEV WITH VIEW TO MAKING SETTLE~ 
MENT EASIER FOR BOTH SIDES, HE THOUGHT HOWEVER SC SHOULD 
ADOPT RES AND THAT MERE CONSENSUS STATEMENT BY CHAIRMAN WOULD 
NOT BE ENOUGH, IT WAS IMPORTANT FOR PEACE OF WORLD THAT WE GO 
AS FAR AS POSSIBLE IN SETTLEMENT OF CUBAN QUESTION AND THAT 
PARTIES THEREFORE CONTINUE NEGOTIATIONS TO NORMAL [ΖΕ SITUATION, 
MCCLOY REMARKED AGAIN THAT WE DO NOT INTEND TO NEGOTIATE WITH 
CASTRO IN FRAMEWORK THIS TRANSACTION THOUGH OF COURSE WOULD 
NEGOTIATE WILL INGLY WITH HIM IF HE SHOWED SIGNS OF WISHING TO 
LIVE §1N PEACE IN THIS HEMISPHERE, HE NOTED HOWEVER US AND 

SOVS HAD ACHIEVED GOOD MOMENTUM IN THESE NEGOTIATIONS AND URGED 
IT BE MAINTAINED AND CARRIED FORWARD TO OTHER PROBLEMS. 
KUZNETSOV AGREED, 


YOST 


KEA/24 
NOTE: PASSED WHITE HOUSE 12-6-62, 10:15 PM, GWL. 
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